Plan itself reflects our concern in this area. (See Ocean Plan,
Chapter VI, Part F.) Municipal and industry funds are not all that
are involved. In fact, the major burden will undoubtedly fall on
federal and state grant funds.

Economic concerns are, however, only one part of the
problem which we are obligated by law to consider. We are required
to consider the total spectrum of values involved, beneficial and
detrimental, social and economic, tangible and intangible. We
are required to regulate those activities which affect the quality
of waters to attain the highest water quality which is reasonable.
(Water Code Sec. 13000.) We are required to protect all bene-
ficial uses of the waters of this state. (Water Code Secs. 13241
and 13050(f).) After months of staff work, study, public hearings,
and review of comments by private parties, dischargers, and public
agencies, the Ocean Plan reflects our determinations of what is
reasonably necessary to fulfill the legislative mandate imposed

upon us.

C. Having considered all of the contentions of the_petitioners we
find:
(1) That the requirements of the Ocean Plan are reasonably
necessary to protect the benéficial uses of waters for

which water quality standards are required by the Federal

Water Pollution Control Act.

g



(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

® o
That the requirements of the Ocean Plan have been approved
by the United States Environmental Protection Agency as
provided for by federal law.
That the Ocean Plan wasg adopted in accordance with the
provisions of Water Code Section 13170, and Sections 13240
to 13244, including public hearings.
That the Ocean Plan is not a report or a project within
the purview of Public Resources Code Section 21100, and
that an environmental impact statement is not required.
That the'effeCt of the Ocean Plan shpuld not be stayed,
and that the petitions do not state appropriate grounds

for review or revision of the Ocean Plan at this time.
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‘. IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the petitions referred to herein

are denied.

Adopted as the order of the State Water Resources Control

Board at a meeting duly called and held at Sacramento, California.

Dated: November 2, 1972

0 W. W. ADAMS
W. W. Adams, Chairman

RONALD B. ROBIE
Ronald B. Robie, Vice Chairman

E. F. DIBBLE *
E. F. Dibble, Member

ABSENT
Roy E. Dodson, Member

MRS. CARL H. AUER
Mrs. Carl H. (Jean) Auer, Member

’ *With the exception that I do not concur with finding (1) of the
Order.



